MOHAMMED   AND   CHARLEMAGNE
who, when Charlemagne was dead, proclaimed the superiority of
the spiritual over the temporal power.
The economic basis of the State did not correspond with the
administrative character which Charlemagne had endeavoured to
preserve. The economy of the State was based upon the great
domain without commercial outlets.
The landowners had no need of security, since they did .not
engage in commerce. Such a form of property is perfectly consistent
with anarchy. Those who owned the soil had no need* of the king.
Was this why Charles had endeavoured to preserve the class
of humble freemen ? He made the attempt, but he was unsuccessful.
The great domain continued to expand, and liberty to disappear.
When the Normans began to invade the country, the State was
already powerless. It was incapable of taking systematic measures
of defence, and of assembling armies which could have held their
own against die invaders. There was no agreement between the
defenders. One may say with Hartmann: Heer und Staat werden
durch die Grundherrschaft und das Lehnwesen zersetzt.1
What was left of the king's regalia he misused. He relinquished
die tonlieu, and the right of the mint. Of its own accord the
monarchy divested itself of its remaining inheritance, which was
litde enough. In die end, royalty became no more than a form.
Its evolution was completed when in France, with Hugh Capet,
it became elective.
3, Intellectual Civilization
As we have seen, the Germanic invasions had not the effect of
abolishing Latin as the language of "Romania," except in those
territories where Salic and Ripuarian Franks, Alamans, and Bavar-
ians had established themselves en masse. Elsewhere the German
immigrants became Romanized with surprising rapidity.2
1 Op. dt.t vol. IIP, p. 22.
a According to gamexscheg, Romania Germanic^ vol. I, p. 294, their
Romanization must have made great progress as early as 600, and was
> complete by 800.
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